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external aggression. He had been told that, if unfortunately, there was another
battle to be fought, it would be different and more intense He did not need
that reminder. They were walking with their backs to the wall, and he
wanted those present to save India from those fieiy days if they could
possibly do so.

Mr. Shinwell said that thousands of Indian labourers woiking the coal-
mines were employed by Indian coal-owners and not British, and he found that
the Indian coal-owners were much more reactionary and bmtai to their employ-
ees than British coal-owners How did Mr, Gandhi icconcile what he* said
about British rule with the reactionary outlook of the Indian industrialists i*

Mr Gandhi said that, when he spoke, he was not thinking about these few
thousand labourers in the coal-mines or in the factories of Bombay and C ilcutla.
He held no brief for the landowners or mill-owners.

It was not his case whether or not Indian industrialists wcic moic heart-
less than British His case was in connection with the Indians living in villages
and not with that kind of oppiession His complaint was about the system by
which the last drop of blood was drained from the villagers The Inborners m
the coal-mines were oppressed but were not starving, and he was speaking
about the people who were actually starving, Eighty-four pei cent of the
population of India lived in villages which were bled white through the piesent
system, and were compulsonly idle for six months m the year If British
labourers were idle six months without pay, would they not starve, especially
if they had also to pay a revenue to the Government ?

A Lancashire member then asked Mr Gandhi on what lines he justi-
fied the boycott of Lancashire goods.

Mi Gandhi said that India ought to be ftec to use her own cotton-wear
to the exclusion entirely of cotton-wear from Lancashire, Japan, or Italy, or any
part of the world It was not directed against the British people Did they
think it was any part of the duty of India to buy cotton piece-goods? His case
was restricted to the villages, and the whole scheme of the exclusion of foreign
cloth had been conceived m the interests of the villagers.

Were they committing any moral breach if they produced their own cloth
in their villages or mills, and used only that cloth ^ The result was that they
were putting sixty crores of rupees directly into the pockets of the poor man*
Was there any canon of morality which compelled him to prefer Lancashire
cloth in order to sustain Lancashire labourers, who through all these years
had been impoverishing them? Lancashire rose on the ruins of the Indian
village industry

Sir Norman Angell asked if the effect of the present Indian protection
was not to have Lancashire goods replaced by Bombay and Calcutta, and that
the same problem of the six months of idleness in the villages would remain
if one developed the industries of Bombay and created an industrialization of
India, That point would remain if British power was withdrawn*